	Cortland County
Buildings & Grounds Committee

	Minutes
	9/9/08
	7:30 AM
	county office building room 304

	

	Meeting called by
	Mr. Willcox called the meeting to order at 7:40 AM.  Mr. Loomis was not present at this time due to an earlier meeting running longer than planned.

	Type of meeting
	Regular Committee

	committee Members present
	Chad Loomis, Chairman; Newell Willcox, Vice Chairman; Tony Piombo, Don Spaulding, Gene Waldbauer, Newell Willcox and Tom Williams. Legislator Tom Hartnett was excused. 

	attendees
	Scott Schrader, County Administrator; Sandy Price, Majority Leader, Legislator – District 19; Carol Tytler, Legislator – District 3; Kathie Arnold, Legislator – District 16; Mike McKee, Legislator – District 17; Mr. Steger, Legislator – District 15; Dennis Whitt, County Auditor; Mark Suben, County Attorney; Katrina Spicer, Secretary to County Administration; Brian Parker, Buildings & Grounds; Chuck Miller, Buildings  carol Deloff, Area Agency on Aging, Dave Hartnett, District Attorney; Don Chambers, Highway Department; Dean Mason, Vice President, Barton & Loguidice, P.C.; Michael J. Lotito, Senior Engineer, Barton & Loguidice, P.C.; Eric Mulvihill, WXHC; and Catherine Wilde, Cortland Standard

	not present
	

	Mr. Spaulding made a motion to adopt the minutes from the August 12, 2008 Buildings & Grounds Committee meeting.  Mr. Piombo seconded the motion
All members in voting favor, none opposed; minutes from the August 12, 2008 Buildings & Grounds Committee meeting were approved as printed.

Mr. Loomis entered the meeting.



	Agenda topics

	Mr. Loomis explained that the reason for having the meeting in Legislative Chambers was to make this available information available to the public.  He added that a video of this meeting is being made and will be available to the public. 


	DMV Project Review/Lawsuits Status

	Discussion
	Mr. Dean Mason, Vice President, Barton & Loguidice, P.C. introduced himself and Mr. Mike Lotito, Senior Engineer, Barton & Loguidice, P.C.  Mr. Mason explained that Mr. Maryak was out of town and unavailable for this meeting.  He explained that he and Mr. Lotito are here to go through the current status of the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) Project.  He explained that he believes since the committee members have last seen the project the design has been advanced onto a point now where we are now wrapping up the final points and coordination in preparation to go out to bid.  He explained that he brought a few “snap shots” of the nearly complete drawings for the committee members to see.  He also explained that he also has renderings and other layouts that he will explain.  He explained that he was initially starting with the renderings of the facility.  He showed those present a view from the front of the facility as it is conceived at this point and pointed out the drive thru.  He pointed out access would be from the existing entry drive way to the plaza parking lot behind the new parking.  He explained where the parking lots would be and pointed out that the employee parking would be in the back.  He pointed out the main entrance, employee entrance and flag poles.  Mr. Waldbauer asked where the street is?  Mr. Mason explained that River Street runs parallel to the driveway.  He showed a different view, the rear of the facility showing a different perspective of the drive thru.  He stated that this perspective would be standing from the sidewalk on River Street looking at the rear of the building.  He pointed out the primary area for employee parking.  He stated that it is not shown in the drawing but the plaza is in the rear of the facility.  Ms. Tytler inquired if the employee parking would be clearly marked as employee parking?  Mr. Mason stated that it would be.  Mr. Willcox inquired if the county has clear title on this.  Mr. Loomis expressed to him that being a good question to ask Mr. Suben later.  Mr. Mason showed those present some elevations of what the building would look like in general.  He pointed out an area that is known as the west side or the drive thru.  Mr. Mason then pointed out the rear of the building, the east side, the side facing the plaza, and a view facing the front.  Mr. Spaulding asked if the front of the building was facing River Street.  Mr. Mason stated that the front actually faces north.  Committee members discussed the front of the building.  Ms. Tytler asked if the back entrances were where the employees enter the building.  She further inquired about the access to the building.  Mr. Mason stated that the rear doors will have secured access in which all employees will have cards swipe.  He added that will enter in the rear of the facility and the card used for entry will allow them to go to one side or the other.   He pointed out a common employee area, DMV side, the Board of Elections side and common public areas.   He again showed the main entrance, the drive thru and where the building is in relation to River Street.  Mr. Williams inquired if there was secured segregation between the two departments within the facility.  Mr. Mason stated that there was.  Mr. Willcox inquired if the county had clear title to everything this building is going to sit on.  Mr. Suben stated that his office is working on it.  He stated that his office has not closed yet and added that his report from Ms. Burns indicates that Mr. Armeidio has closed on the Barbarito property.  Mr. Willcox asked what seems to be the problem.  Mr. Suben stated that nothing.  He added that the closing on the other property and further stated that the county cannot buy the property from Mr. Armeidio until he owns it.  He further stated that the abstracts have been ordered upon the information that he has.  Mr. Willcox inquired as to how long this project has been going on.  Mr. Loomis stated that it has been going on for eight months.  Mr. Willcox stated that after eight months it seems that we should have closed on the property.  Mr. Mason showed the committee members some of the color schemes that have been looked at and added that no decision has been made in regards to the color schemes.  He showed committee members sample wall finishes, carpeting, countertops, trim, accessories, appliances and bathroom tiles.  He further discussed that these plans still being preliminary and not being final.  He discussed the general use of earth tones and those tones matching one another.  Mr. Loomis asked Mr. Parker if his staff had concerns or comments on the floor finishes maintainability of the building.  Mr. Parker stated that currently they do not but he would just be concerned about the bathroom tiles.  He added that his department has already had issues with the choice the court has picked at the Court House.   He stated that it can be worked out.   Ms. Tytler addressed her concerns and stated that she expects the county to be using salt as a safety precaution on the sidewalks and elsewhere.  She inquired if we knew which surface being used would be better to address the salt coming in on people’s feet.  She directed her question to Mr. Parker.  Mr. Parker stated that it is likely that the county would use walk off mats.  He explained that the county would probably use walk off mats that are laundered or serviced once a week and added that this is what is done in other buildings in the winter time.  Mr. Mason explained that he believes it is a quarry style finish in the main lobby and the use of walk off mats as well.   Mr. Mason and Mr. Lotito discussed the use of walk off mats.  Mr. Parker explained that the department will try to stay away from the use of salt based ice removed unless we get in a pinch financially.  Ms. Tytler explained that some walk-off mats present problems and are difficult for people who use wheelchairs or have other mobility devices.  She explained that they often get a “rumple” in them when they are traveling over them.  She requested that we look at the different choices that are available for those mats.  Mr. Loomis stated that he has seen mats that are semi-recessed so that the mats are flush with the floor.  He discussed being able to remove the mats and cleaning out any debris that builds up.  Mr. Mason and Lotito discussed using some type of rubberized walk-off mats with cleanable surfaces and having the mat set on a recessed floor; recessed approximately ¾ inch.  Mr. Loomis stated that some type of rubberized mat.  Mr. Williams stated that it looks like there are two doors access the DMV on the south side.  Mr. Mason explained that one door is for storage, to store items like a snow shovel.  He further explained that there has been a pretty aggressive schedule in regards to this and added that this design has been modified slightly.  He explained an area having been changed to the electrical-water entrance room and another door being changed.   Mr. Williams inquired if there would not be another access point.  Mr. Mason stated no there would not be and further discussed the door Mr. Williams was questioning being an access point to a storage area where items like salt and a few shovels may be stored.  Mr. Williams addressed his concerns regarding access into the Elections Office.  He asked if there was any particular reasoning for putting the entryway where it is.  Mr. Mason stated that there was no particular reason.   Mr. Williams clarified that he was speaking about the employee entrance.  Mr. Mason stated that there was no particular reason only that it comes into the storage area.  He added that they could also gain access through another door.  Mr. Loomis asked if Mr. Mason had a layout of the floor plan and stated it may help Mr. Williams visualize how someone may get into through the storage and other area.  Mr. Williams stated that he thought the one door was in cumbersome location and stated that it opens into another door.  He also addressed his concerns regarding the storage areas and stated specifically the layout for the storage area.  Mr. Loomis stated that Mr. Mason has a layout that specifically shows the storage area and the storage configuration of the voting machines within the storage area.  Mr. Williams inquired if there were aisle ways in the storage area.  Mr. Loomis stated that there were aisle ways in the storage e areas.  Mr. Lotito explained a bit further that the voting machines are stored in rows and the doors have been located in regards to the storage of the machines.  Mr. Williams further questioned the placement of the door and asked why not put the door they are speaking of opposite to the other access door to the office area, move it all the way to the west.   Mr. Loomis requested that Mr. Mason or Mr. Litito show Mr. Williams a floor plan.  Mr. Lotito showed Mr. Williams a floor plan and discussed the lay out with him.  Ms. Tytler addressed her concern that Mr. Maryak had made a suggestions that there was to only be a single entrance for DMV at the public entryway and that it would be a cost savings to have a single door.   Ms. Tytler explained further that she had misspoken and corrected herself, she meant to say the Board of Elections.  She again stated that she thought Mr. Maryak had recommended that there be a single door entrance to the Board of Elections and that this would be a cost savings to do this.  Mr. Loomis stated that this had been discussed at the public meeting last month.  Mr. Mason inquired as to which doors they were referring to.  Mr. Loomis clarified which doors they were referring to.  Mr. Mason stated that these drawings are predated and reminded the committee members that they are just snapshots.  He added that the doors Mr. Loomis and Ms. Tytler were referring to. Had been changed to a single entry door; a three and a half foot glass door.  Mr. Loomis stated that Mr. Mason has discussed the finished, sites and the spaces.  He requested that Mr. Mason to generally discuss the interior ceiling heights and types.  Are they drop ceilings, sheet rock open joist?  He asked Mr. Mason what his vision was in regards to this.  Mr. Mason explained that the storage space in the Board of Elections is open to the roof joist, warehouse type finish and added that the office areas have suspended ceilings, drop ceiling type.  He added that the HVAC units will be up in those spaces.  He also stated that the bathrooms will have hard ceilings and the vestibule will also have hard ceilings.  In generally, he added that he has been in contact with New York State regarding what their requirements are regarding the DMV. He specifically mentioned the counter layout, teller arrangements and the data connections and such between county and state.  He added that there is a quite a bit going on underneath the counters such as a server and data communication devices.   He further discussed the schematic of the waiting area.  He discussed there being a need for this waiting area at different times of the month and also added that there are probably other times of the month that this waiting are will not be needed.  Mr. Piombo inquired as to why there was a suspended ceiling being put in the storage area where it is going to be heated.  He asked why they were not putting a ceiling in there because the machines need to be in an area that is heated.  Mr. Mason explained that the drop/suspended ceiling does not really create a heat barrier and further explained that it is not an insulated panel that would stop the heat.  Mr. Mason stated that it is a cost savings measure not to put a ceiling in this area.  Mr. Loomis further inquired about lighting in this space.  Mr. Mason stated that there would be suspended lights in the storage area, wrap around florescent, utilitarian.  He further stated that there high efficiency florescent fixtures.  He added that they are using day lighting to a large extent in this facility in the green mentality.  He explained that there is a large sky light in the entry way and further explained other areas where skylights would be placed.  He also explained that there are windows around the perimeter in various locations.  He mentioned a problem with solar lighting is that it can give off a great deal of heat and solar gain in the summer time.  He explained that one measure being taken to combat this is use of a light screen; not a solid awning.  He explained that it is not a solid awning but a small screen over the windows which allow the light in, but indirectly and helps stop the direct solar light.  Ms. Tytler inquired if there were other things being done to support the “green initiative.”  Mr. Mason explained that they are using recycled content material wherever we can, recycled fiber on the carpets, and the rubber mats for the entrances will be made of recycled material.  He added, keeping with the energy conservation standpoint, the roof material will be much like the white membrane that you see on the windows in the back of the facility.  He added that the white membrane reflects the sun rather than absorb it.  He explained that he would like to maintain as much green space as they can.  He explained that skylights will provide most of the lighting and help compensate the use of electricity.  Mr. Loomis inquired about the use of day light sensors that will automatically dim or switch those lights.  He added that day lighting is great but if no one turns off the lights, we will not find any savings in regards to energy.  Mr. Mason explained that he is looking at occupancy sensors in the staff areas as well as in the infrequently occupied areas, storage and what not.  He discussed incorporating the daylight sensors but added that they are fairly expensive components.  Mr. Mason stated that they do save energy but they tend to be a fairly expensive control system and maintenance intensive.  Ms. Tytler inquired about indoor air quality.  Mr. Mason explained that they are using high efficiency roof top units VAV Bay System with CO2 sensors that monitor the amount of outside air need for the space.  He explained that it matches the amount of fresh air to the amount of people utilizing the space.  He explained that when a surge of people in at lunch time the system will compensate for the additional number of people.  He stated that the larger number of people in the space would cause for an increase in CO2 and the system would automatically take care of that.  Ms. Tytler inquired if low VOC paints and adhesives were going to used.  Mr. Mason stated, absolutely. Mr. Loomis inquired about more sophisticated digital controls being used with night set back and everything to maintain energy savings. Mr. Mason again stated absolutely.  Mr. Loomis inquired about the use of low flow toilets.  Mr. Mason stated that they had.  Mr. Parker requested not to use low flow toilets and added that he does not mind the use of pressurized, but preferred not using low flow.  Mr. Mason stated that the only thing that can be purchased is low flow toilets. Mr. Waldbauer inquired if the City of Cortland had maximum lot coverage and minimum green coverage requirements.  Mr. Mason stated that he is not aware of minimum green coverage but added he does believe they do have minimum lot coverage and added that he has taken care of that. Committee members discussed the lot coverage, occupancy type, and the percentage of green to the asphalt.  Ms. Tytler inquired about the setback of the building and city requirements.  Mr. Mason stated that they did not have to comply with the setback and added that it allowed for a little more room and green space than is required.  Mr. Loomis inquired about site lighting yet.  He added that he does not see it here on the renderings and asked if they had worked on it yet.  Mr. Mason stated that currently they are going to retain what is there, at least in the existing plaza parking area, and added that he plans to keep in fairly minimal to save energy.  He stated that the building is not generally a twenty-four/seven facility and night lighting is not a major issue.  Mr. Mason and Mr. Lotito explained that the lighting will not be on the building and added that they plan to use polls; at this time the plans include five polls; more on the perimeter of the lot.  Mr. Loomis stated that they would like outside shields and full cut off fixtures.  Mr. Mason stated that according to code it must be at the entrances.  Ms. Tytler inquired about the plans for signage.  Mr. Mason stated that an allowance will be included in the contract and added that this will allow for time to coordinate the signage issue with the county.  Ms. Price suggested naming the building after Mary Contento who was a long time Legislator from that district and was a long time supporter of moving DMV someplace more convenient, than the Court House.  Ms. Price recommended that the building be named after Mary Contento.  Ms. Tytler stated that there have been a lot of people who have worked on this building.  Mr. Willcox inquired if New York State has seen the plans for the facility and asked if their stamp is “yea or nay”.  Mr. Mason stated that he has gone to a DMV Office in Syracuse to see how the facility was set up and stated that the counter designs are specific as to how they want them set up.  He stated that he has been coordinating with them of the set up and the data communications interfacing.  Mr. Loomis stated that the next important step is the schedule for bid.  He discussed sending it out for bid on Friday and be advertised on Monday.  Mr. Mason stated that he had planned on sending it out on Friday.  Mr. Loomis stated that he would like have the bids back for review at the next committee meeting.  Committee members discussed receiving bids back by October 7, 2008.  Mr. Williams stated that the bid needs to be out for fourteen days.  Mr. Mason stated that the minimum is fourteen calendar days.  Committee members discussed shooting for bids being received and opened by October 6th.  Mr. Schrader stated that a special meeting of the Buildings & Grounds Committee could be scheduled if need be to review the bids.  Mr. Schrader stated that the longer they out to contractors the more competition we will have.  He. Suggested opening bids on Friday, October 10, 2008 and then have a joint meeting with Budget & Finance Committee regarding this.  Mr. Loomis agreed with that.  Mr. Willcox inquired as to how many contractors we have potentially contacted regarding this.  Mr. Loomis and Mr. Schrader stated that this will go out on Dodge report and theoretically it will be advertised nationally.  Mr. Loomis stated that when they go out to bid the plans and specs will be available.  He added that he is hopeful to receive them immediately and will be available for viewing.  Mr. Loomis directed any specific comments or concerns to himself or Mr. Schrader’s attention.  He stated that the concerns will be sent back to the consultant for review and consideration.  He discussed an addendum if need and it taking two weeks if one was needed.  He stated that if a concern or question does arise, please bring it the attention of himself or Mr. Schrader quickly so they can stay on schedule.  Ms. Tytler extended a thank you to Mr. Loomis and the Buildings & Grounds Committee for working on this and efforts to move it forward.


	Area Agency on Aging Office Project

	Discussion
	Mr. Loomis stated that since he has representatives here from Barton & Loguidice and the fact that he has Carol Deloff, Director of Area Agency of Aging, here, he requested a quick update on the status of the Area Agency on Aging Office.  He discussed the public meeting held last month in which many people at this meeting were at that meeting also.   He asked Mr. Mason and Mr. Lotito where we stand on that facility and when they thought the county could move forward to the next step on that project.  Mr. Schrader stated that from his stand point he has been leaving them alone in regards to this.  He stated that the main reason for this is because the county needs to meet a deadline for breaking grounds on the DMV project.  Mr. Loomis rephrase his question and stated, as of next Monday where may we see you on the project.  Mr. Mason explained that he will be in the process of surveying the property, using Dekenberger & Greene.  He stated that then they can begin to look at the hard facts with the survey rather than a property line survey.  He added that on Monday they will begin to look at the next phase.  Mr. Loomis stated that Mr. Maryak will get back with Ms. Deloff to work on programming and Mr. Mason and his office will work with Mr. Maryak on a hard site plan survey with our option on there and continue to develop for presentation in the next month or two.                 Mr. Mason stated that there were five options to look at regarding different options like the number of stories, and the configuration n the site.  He stated that there is a quite a bit of information to work through to come down to the final arrangement.  He added that the survey is the first step in regards to the hard facts of the property.  He stated that the programming and what not needs to go through an analysis regarding what makes sense and what works best on the site in regards to the traffic flow.  He stated that they need to begin to go through that whole process.  Ms. Arnold stated that at the Public Meeting everyone pretty much narrowed their choice as to one option.  She asked if the Buildings & Grounds Committee was going to do make a decision as to which one at this point or just keep all five options out there.  Mr. Loomis stated that it was his understanding that there was a consensus as to option #5.   He explained that it allowed for half the building frontage to be on Main Street, main access via Main Street with two driving lanes and more closely paralleled and distanced from the Napa Building.   He added that the details are being worked out as to how the truck is going to access the site.  
 

	

	Eminent Domain – Elm Street Property

	Discussion
	Mr. Loomis asked Mr. Suben if the county owns the Elm Street properties.  Mr. Suben explained that Ms. Burns has spoken with the banks attorney who represents the bank that is foreclosing on the property.  He added that the banks attorney understands that her client, the bank, has 90 days to respond under the statute.  Mr. Suben stated that Ms. Burns had expressed to the banks attorney that she hoped we could pursue that before that and she explained to the banks attorney the statute procedure allows us to take the property and they reserve their right to contest their amount to be paid.  He added that the bank is contesting the assessment value of $70,000.  He added that it is fair for them to do and added that he does not think they are going to win on that based on his understanding but they certainly have the right.  He added that they are trying to negotiate that.  He added that they are going to get back to us.  Mr. Suben stated that these things take a long time and added that an eminent domain procedure is one that we do not like to do, but it is what we are doing in this case.  He stated that they do not own the building and added that Mr. Beaudry still owns the property but he is absolutely not a player in this.  Mr. Suben stated that he thinks Mr. Beaudry and his attorney have both conceded that any money that comes will go to the lien holders not them.  He stated that they are the title holders and that makes it kind of mushy to deal with.  He stated that we are trying to work our way through that and added that we are doing it in a diligent fashion.  

	

	NYPA Audit

	Discussion
	Mr. Loomis stated that he would quickly like to run through the NYPA Audit.  He stated that he believes everyone received an electronic copy of the audit.  He stated that he believed the county was to receive a hard copy.  Mr. Parker stated that he spoke with Dave Laney yesterday and added that Mr. Laney will present us with three hard copies.  He specifically asked that the committee review this and have any questions forwarded to Mr. Parker and he will forward the question to Mr. Laney and he will be present at the October meeting to answer any questions or concerns.  Mr.  Loomis stated that for those of you not on the committee this is a study that is for the New York State Energy and Research Development Authority and the New York Power Authority.  He stated that basically we have authorized the firm of Wendell Dutcher to go through and perform an energy audit on our county facilities, including the county office building, the jail, the court house and the highway department.  He explained that there is a summary that states how much it will cost and what the payback is.  Mr. Loomis stated that some of it is good as it relates to lighting and added that other parts are not as good.  He discussed some specifics in the report.  Mr. Loomis stated that he encourages committee members to take a look at this and asked that they be ready to ask the NYPA Representatives questions next month.  He also discussed backfilling spaces in the County Office Building as things progress with Aging and DMV.  He also mentioned possibly taking advantage of these energy savings.  Mr. Williams discussed this report containing the raw data and requested that a summary section be broken out and provided to the committee members.  Mr. Loomis stated that he would run that through Brian and see if they could provide us with and Executive Summary.  Mr. Williams requested the summary be sent electronically.  Mr. Parker stated that he would request it and see what he could do.  Mr. Loomis stated that they should be able to provide that.  Ms. Tytler inquired as to how this study works.  Mr. Schrader stated that there are two different scenarios that can be utilized.  He stated that the first is that we do not have to utilize there program, we can take their recommendations and do them ourselves and pay nothing.  He stated that the other is they offer a program where they lend us the money to do the improvements and the payback on the loan would be from energy savings plus six percent.  He added that we can do either or.  

	Grant Applications for Historic Restoration Work

	Discussion
	Mr. Loomis stated that Mr. Waldbauer was kind enough to make contact with Thoma and has found out that for some restoration projects there is an opportunity at this time to apply for and receive some grant money.  Mr. Loomis stated that he has not set up a formal meeting with Thoma yet and invited anyone who was interested to let him know.  He stated that he is trying to get it in on this budget and expressed that it is mostly for the Court House.  Mr. Loomis stated that if it is necessary for the function of the building then he is going to try to apply for grant funds for the work.  Committee members discussed what would be considered historic.  Mr. Parker explained that if Mr. Loomis was looking fro matching funds out of the 2009 budget it may be too late.  Mr. Loomis stated that he understands.  Mr. Parker expressed that when Mr. Loomis does look for funds be sure to include the entrance ramps on the east and west sides as soon as possible.  He added that they are out there a ways in that preliminary report but they need to be bumped up. 

	District Attorney’s Office

	Discussion
	Mr. Hartnett stated that things are in good shape and thanked Mr. Parker and Mr. Corpora for their assistance.  
Mr. Hartnett stated that he has been trying to stay away from Mr. Maryak because he knows the priority that has been put on DMV and the Area Agency for Aging Office.  

	Parking Lot Sealing ~ 37 Church Street

	Discussion
	Mr. Loomis stated that he had spoken with Mr. Parker about sealing the parking lot at 37 Church Street at the last meeting to do some work for this.  Mr. Parker explained that he has contacted different paving companies and has only received one estimate back which was for $6,300.  Mr. Loomis asked what the deadline was to get this done.  Mr. Parker explained that it was the end of October probably.  Mr. Parker explained that at the last meeting, you as a group authorized him to go ahead with who ever he could find at the most appropriate price.  He explained that he will continue to call.  He explained that he saw some work being done down on Clinton Avenue and plans to call that company.  He stated that he will call one more but added he is not getting a whole lot of response.  

	

	Discussion
	Ms. Tytler stated that through the Planning Committee a number of Legislators have been working with the Farmers Market and added that a few weeks ago they did a walk through of the community looking for alternative locations, for a new location that will provide an opportunity to expand and a number of things.  She stated that one thing they were looking for was county owned property and inquired as to what the procedure would be if it reaches a point that they are interested in locating on county property.  Mr. Loomis stated that we would need to look at liability first.  Mr. Loomis asked Mr. Suben if he had any comments related to this.  Mr. Suben stated no but added he would be happy to speak with you and see what we can do to help.  He stated that liability in his view is handled by insurance.  Ms. Arnold stated that she does believe that they have farmer’s market insurance.  Ms. Tytler stated that the farmers market does have insurance.  Mr. Loomis asked Mr. Schrader for his input.  Mr. Schrader stated that his concern would be with the liability.  Mr. Loomis stated that he believes this is a good idea.  Mr. Parker inquired as to what county property they were looking at and added that sometimes they think it is county property and it is not.  Ms. Tytler stated they were looking at 37 Church Street, parking lot.  Mr. Parker cautioned them on the use of that because part of that lot belongs to Jim Baranello.  Ms. Tytler stated that she was aware of that.  

	

	Discussion
	Mr. Parker introduced Chuck Miller, Buildings & Grounds new Maintenance Foreman.  He stated the Mr. Miller will be attending next months Buildings & Grounds Committee meeting in Mr. Parker’s absence.


	Meeting Adjourned
	Mr. Loomis made a motion to adjourn the meeting.  Mr. Piombo seconded the motion.  Mr. Loomis adjourned the meeting at 8:35 AM.

	Special notes
	There is a video of this meeting on file in the Clerk of the Legislature’s Office.
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